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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This Office Action is response to Applicants' Amendment filed on 04/12/2005. 

2. Claims 1-23 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 
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5. Claims 1-3, 6-8, 10-18 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,078,917 issued to Paulsen, Jr. et al. (hereinafter 
Paulsen) in view of Pub. No.: US 2001/0047351 A1 of Abe. 

With respect to claim 1 , Paulsen teaches instructing a document search by 
specifying a document database j to be searched based on a search result generated 
from a previous search of a document database I (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36- 
55); and 

an associative search recording table which records the number of times xij of 
searching said document database j based on the search results generated from the 
previous searches of said document database I (col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12- 
35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col: 14, lines 6-35). 

Paulsen teaches performing a document search from a plurality of document 
databases over the Internet network and a user enable to determine a next search 
statement from user selection of a returned document or based on the search result 
generated from a previous search of a document database and the number of times of 
searching the document database based on the search results from the previous 
searches (abstract, col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55; also see fig. 7). Paulsen does 
not clearly teach an associative search server and among a plurality of document 
databases. 

However, Abe teaches document management server including multiple 
document databases (see fig. 1, item 46 and 50, sections 0027 and 0037). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen with the 
teachings of Abe, wherein the searching of a document from document databases over 
the Internet from a user in the system provided therein (Paulsen's fig. 2 and col. 2, lines 
34-40 and col. 6, lines 6-12), would incorporate the use of multiple document database 
from a management document server, in the same conventional manner as described 
by Abe (see figs. 1 and 2). The motivation being to reduce the searching time required 
and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a document search from a 
plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 2, Paulsen teaches changing a showing order of document 
databases to be searched by using said associative search recording table (subsequent 
search: col. 6, lines 40-50). 

With respect to claim 3, Paulsen teaches wherein a differing associative search 
recording table is stored for each user, and, by using said associative search recording 
table for each user, a showing order of document databases to be searched is changed 
according to a user (see fig. 6, and col. 9, lines 15-40). 

With respect to claim 6, Paulsen teaches instructing a document search by 
specifying a document database j to be searched based on a search result generated 
from a previous search of a document database I (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36- 
55); and 

an associative search recording table which records the number of times xij of 
searching said document database j based on the search results generated from the 
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previous searches of said document database I (col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12- 
35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, lines 6-35). 

Paulsen teaches performing a document search from a plurality of document 
databases over the Internet network and a user enable to determine a next search 
statement from user selection of a returned document or based on the search result 
generated from a previous search of a document database and the number of times of 
searching the document database based on the search results from the previous 
searches (abstract, col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55; also see fig. 7). Paulsen does 
not clearly teach wherein said associative search server means comprises among a 
plurality of document databases, search query analyzing means for analyzing a search 
query from said search client, search query constructing means for sending search 
query analyzed by said search query analyzing means to be document database 
specified by the search client and means for sending a search result of said specified 
document database to said search client. 

However, Abe teaches an analyzing unit for analyzing the search query, text 
document (sections 0009 and 0038, fig. 3, item 38); executing search query unit (fig. 3, 
item 42) and search' result is sent back to the user of the system (fig. 1 , item 1 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen with the 
teachings of Abe, wherein the searching of a document from document databases over 
the Internet from a user in the system provided therein (Paulsen's fig. 2 and col. 2, lines 
34-40 and col. 6, lines 6-12), would incorporate the use of multiple document database 
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from a management document server, in the same conventional manner as described 
by Abe (see figs. 1 and 2). The motivation being to reduce the searching time required 
and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a document search from a 
plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 7, Paulsen teaches showing order changing means for 
changing a showing order of document databases to be searched and to be shown to 
said search client by using data from said associative search recording table 
(subsequent search: col. 6, lines 40-50). 

With respect to claim 8, Paulsen teaches associative search recording table 
storing means which stores an associative search recording table for each user, and the 
showing order changing means for changing a showing order of document databases to 
be searched and to be shown to said search client according to a user by using said 
associative search recording table for each user (see fig. 6, and col. 9, lines 15-40). 

With respect to claim 10, Paulsen wherein for each document database of a 
plurality of select document databases, the associative search recording table has plural 
entries with differing entries for recording a respective number of times xij of searching 
the document database] based on a search result of differing ones of document 
databases i, respectively (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 6, lines 36-55 
and col. 7, lines 12-35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, lines 6-35). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Paulsen teaches storing, in the associative search 
recording table, a number of times xij of searching a document database j based on a 
search result of a keyword I (col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, lines 6-35). 
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With respect to claim 12, Paulsen teaches wherein for each document database 
of a plurality of select document databases, the associative search recording table has 
plural entries with differing entries for recording a respective number of times xij of 
searching the document database j based on a search result of differing ones of 
document databases or keywords i, respectively (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55 
and col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12-35). 

With respect to claim 13, Paulsen teaches wherein for each document database 
of a plurality of select document databases, the associative search recording table has 
plural entries with differing entries for recording a respective number of times xij of 
searching the document database j based on a search result of differing ones of 
document databases i, respectively (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 5, lines 22-42, col. 6, lines 
36-55 and col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12-35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 
14, lines 6-35). 

With respect to claim 14, Paulsen teaches storing, in the associative search 
recording table, a number of times xij of searching a document database j based on a 
search result of a keyword I (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 6, lines 36- 
55 and col. 7, lines 12-35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, lines 6-35). 

With respect to claim 15, Paulsen teaches wherein for each document database 
of a plurality of select document databases, the associative search recording table has 
plural entries with differing entries for recording a respective number of times xij of 
searching the document database j based on a search result of differing ones of 
document databases or keywords i, respectively (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55 
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and col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12-35; also see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, 
lines 6-35). 

With respect to claim 16, Paulsen teaches instructing a document search by 
specifying a document database j to be searched next among a plurality of document 
databases based on a search result generated from a previous search of a document 
database I (col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55); and 

search recording table which records the number of times xij of searching said 
document database] based on the search results generated from the previous 
searches of said document database I (col. 6, lines 36-55 and col. 7, lines 12-35; also 
see col. 9, lines 15-40 and col. 14, lines 6-35). 

Paulsen teaches performing a document search from a plurality of document 
databases over the Internet network and a user enable to determine a next search 
statement from user selection of a returned document or based on the search result 
generated from a previous search of a document database and the number of times of 
searching the document database based on the search results from the previous 
searches (abstract, col. 2, lines 32-44, col. 6, lines 36-55; also see fig. 7). Paulsen does 
not clearly teach storing an associative search server and a plurality of document 
databases. 

However, Abe teaches storing the documents (col. 4, lines 51-62, col. 5, lines 10- 
22 and col .11, lines 55-67; a document management server including multiple 
document databases (see fig. 1, item 46 and 50, sections 0027 and 0037). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen with the 
teachings of Abe, wherein the searching of a document from document databases over 
the Internet from a user in the system provided therein (Paulsen's fig. 2 and col. 2, lines 
34-40 and col. 6, lines 6-12), would incorporate the use of multiple document database 
from a management document server, in the same conventional manner as described 
by Abe (see figs. 1 and 2). The motivation being to reduce the searching time required 
and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a document search from a 
plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 17, Paulsen teaches changing a showing order of 
document databases to be searched by using data from said associative search 
recording table (subsequent search: col. 6, lines 40-50). 

With respect to claim 18, Paulsen teaches wherein a differing said associative 
search recording table is stored for each user, and, by using said associative search 
recording table for each user, a showing order of document databases to be searched is 
changed according to a user (see fig. 6, and col. 9, lines 15-40). 

Claim 21 is essentially the same as claim 10 except that it is directed to a method 
rather than a system, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 10 
hereinabove. 

Claim 22 is essentially the same as claim 1 1 except that it is directed to a method 
rather than a system, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 1 1 
hereinabove. 
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Claim 23 is essentially the same as claim 12 except that it is directed to a method 
rather than a system, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 12 
hereinabove. 



6. Claims 4-5, 9 and 1 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,078,917 issued to Paulsen, Jr. et al. (hereinafter 
Paulsen) in view of Pub. No.: US 2001/0047351 A1 of Abe and further in view of US 
Patent No. 6,01 8,733 issued to Kirsch et al. (hereinafter Kirsch). 

With respect to claim 4, Paulsen in view of Abe discloses a document search 
system as discussed in claim 1 . 

Paulsen and Abe disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Paulsen and Abe do not teach means for calculating a registration fee of each 
document database by using said associative search recording table. 

However, Kirsch teaches fees are charged based on the calculation of the 
number of documents that are variously searched, reviewed and retrieved in 
preparation of a search report from a particular database (col. 1 , lines 55-63 and col. 2, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen in view of Abe 
with the teachings of Kirsch by incorporating the use of a calculation of access fee for 
each of document database to be searched. The motivation being to reduce the 
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searching time required and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a 
document search from a plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 5, Paulsen in view of Abe discloses a document search 
system as discussed in claim 1 . 

Paulsen and Abe disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Paulsen and Abe do not teach wherein a registration fee is calculated according 
to a sum of the number of times a. document is a search. 

However, Kirsch teaches fees are charged based on the calculation of the 
number of documents that are variously searched, reviewed and retrieved in 
preparation of a search report from a particular database (col. 1 , lines 55-63 and col. 2, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen in view of Abe 
with the teachings of Kirsch by incorporating the use of a calculation of access fee for 
each of document database to be searched. The motivation being to reduce the 
searching time required and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a 
document search from a plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 9, Paulsen in view of Abe discloses a search server as 
discussed in claim 6. 

Paulsen and Abe disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Paulsen and Abe do not teach wherein a registration fee of each document 
database is calculated. 
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However, Kirsch teaches fees are charged based on the calculation of the 
number of documents that are variously searched, reviewed and retrieved in 
preparation of a search report from a particular database (col. 1 , lines 55-63 and col. 2, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen in view of Abe 
with the teachings of Kirsch by incorporating the use of a calculation of access fee for 
each of document database to be searched. The motivation being to reduce the 
searching time required and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a 
document search from a plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 19, Paulsen in view of Abe discloses a document search 
method as discussed in claim 16. 

Paulsen and Abe disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Paulsen and Abe do not teach means for calculating a registration fee of each 
document database by using said associative search recording table. 

However, Kirsch teaches fees are charged based on the calculation of the 
number of documents that are variously searched, reviewed and retrieved in 
preparation of a search report from a particular database (col. 1 , lines 55-63 and col. 2, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen in view of Abe 
with the teachings of Kirsch by incorporating the use of a calculation of access fee for 
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each of document database to be searched. The motivation being to reduce the 
searching time required and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a 
document search from a plurality of document databases over the Internet. 

With respect to claim 20, Paulsen in view of Abe discloses a document search 
method as discussed in claim 16. 

Paulsen and Abe disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Paulsen and Abe do not teach wherein a registration fee is calculated according 
to a sum of the number of times a document is a search. 

However, Kirsch teaches fees are charged based on the calculation of the 
number of documents that are variously searched, reviewed and retrieved In 
preparation of a search report from a particular database (col. 1 , lines 55-63 and col. 2, 
lines 10-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Paulsen in view of Abe 
with the teachings of Kirsch by incorporating the use of a calculation of access fee for 
each of document database to be searched. The motivation being to reduce the 
searching time required and to enhance the convenience for the user performing a 
document search from a plurality of document databases over the Internet. 
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Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anh Ly whose telephone number is (571) 272-4039 or 
via E-Mail: ANH.LY@USPTO.GOV or fax to (571) 273-4039. The examiner can 
normally be reached on TUESDAY - THURSDAY from 8:30 AM - 3:30 PM. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on (571) 272-4107 or Primary Examiner 
Jean Corrielus (571) 272-4032. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 , or faxed to: Central Fax Center (571) 273-8300 



ANH Ly/^ 
JUL. 7 th , 2005 




